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The  cold  weather  and  storms  of  late  December  and  the  first  ^^S^^Q^py^^^^^^jgyj^^^^ome 
v/inter  vegetables  sad  pastures  in  the  South  and  Southwest  and  iitT^  i'iiI    iimn    iTiT  i  i  n 
range  areas  hut  the  latter  part  of  January/  was  favorable  in  most  areas  and  most  un- 
usually mild  in  the  North  Central  States  and  westward  almost  to  the  Rockies. 

Prospects  for  citrus  fruits  remain  about  as  they  were  a  month  ago  and,  with  no  un- 
usual losses  from  freezing,  the  total  production  of  oranges,  grapefruit  and  lemons 
should  be  close  to  the  record  oatput  of  last  season. 

Ranges  are  in  unusually  good  condition  for  this  time  of  year.    Range  prospects  are 
favorable,  feed  supplies  are  ample  in  most  areas  and  so  far  losses  of  livestock 
have  been  light. 

Reports  on  milk  ard  egg  production  on  February  1  show  the  results  of  liberal  feeding 
and  the  generally  mild  v.'eather  that  prevailed  during  the  letl-'rr  part  of  the  month  in 
the  principal  producing  a.reas«     V/ith  about  3  percent  more  milk  cows  on  farms,  milk 
production  on  February  1  was  about  4  percvirt  greater  than  at  the  same  time  last  year. 
Egg  production  per  100  hens  was  about  5  percent  higher  on  February  1  than  on  the 
game  date  last  year. 

Reports  on  winter  and  early  spring  vegetables  do  not  yet  show  any  marked  changes  in 
the  total  supply  except  for  a  large  Increase  in  early  cabbage. 

CITRUS  FRUITS;    January  brought  relatively  favorable  weather  to  citrus  fruits  in 
nearly  all  producing  areas.     Frosts  occurred  during  the  month  in 
some  sections  of  the  four  prirjcipal  citrus  States  (California,  Florida,  Texas  and 
Arizona),  but  temperatures  were  not  lovj-  enough  to  cause  appreciable  damage.  ITotal 
Qg^rly  and  midseason  orar ge  production  (including  tangerines)  is  now  placed  at 
42,194,000  boxes  for  tne  l941'-4<3  m.arketing  season,  compared  with  the  1940-41  crop  of 
41,576,000  boxes  and  the  1939-40  production  of  38,763,000  boxes. 

J'Toduction  of  early;  and  mi_dse_ason  oranges  in  Florida,  exclusive  of  tangerines,  is  now 
placed  at  15,900,000  boxes— the  same  as  last  season  (lS4j-41').    Florida  tangerine  ; 
production  is  estimated  at  2,100,000  boxes,  comt)ared  with  the  1940-41  crop  of 

700, 000  boxes.     Harvest  in  Florida  has  been  running  considerably  later  than  last 
*^ason,  and  movement  is  expected  to  continue  several  weeks  later  than  for  last  sea- 
Son's,  crop.     Some  freezing  weather  occurred  in  north  Florida  during  the  first  few 
Q-ayg  in  February  but  caused  no  appreciable  damage  to  citrus.     In  California,  the 
^iel  and  migcellai-^.oun  orange  crop        now  plact-d  at  20,496,000  boxes.     The  1940-41 
Production  of  these  varieties  in  that  State  totalled  19,472,000  boxes.     In  central 
-California,  weather  during  January  was  somewhat  cooler,  and  more  overcast  than 
•''dually  is  desirable  for  proper  maturity  of  oranges  at  this  tim^e  of  yea,r,  but  fre- 
Q'aent  rains  ever  this  area  were  beneficial  to  the  crop.     In  southern  California 
C'-trus  areas,  weather  was  generally  favorable. 

~>ie  Texas  orange  crop  is  indicated  to  be  2,900,000  boxes  compared  with  2,750,000 
'^^^e?  last  season.    Arizona  orange  production  is  placed  at  600,000  boxes  compared 
■<th  500,000  boxes  produced  in  1940-41,  '  , 

^^"i-?  total  United  States  grap.e fruit  crop  is  indicated  to  be  41,440,000  boxes— 4  per- 
,Pent  smaller  than  in  1940-41,  but  18  percent  larger  than  in  1939-40.     In  Florida, 
production  is  placed  at  21,400,000  boxes,  compared  with  24,600,000  boxes  produced  in 

The  Florida  crop  of  seedless  varieties  (mostly  Marsh)  is  indicated  to  be 
w  percent  larger  than  in  1940-41;  but  production  of  "seeded"  varieties  (Duncan  and 
.others  of  this  type)  is  expected  to  be  22  percent  less  tlian  last  season.     The  Texas 
&ra;pr.friiit  crop  ir.  ©ati mahod  at  15,100,000  boxes.  Compared  with  last  season's 


UNITED  STAXF.B    DEPARTM  ENX  OF   AO  F2I C  U  LX  U  REl 

Crop  -R^R<DV?rr  agricuutural  marketing  sERViCE  Washington,  D.  C 

-  CROP  REIPORXING  BOARD  Pel) rilfirv  10_j_  l^A?' 

_Z§.]?..i:i^JZ..  1  ...JrM 2 ..  3:' OO  P. .  '&"^"T' .  ) 

production  of  13,800,000  "boxes.  To  date,  trut:^!:'.  shipments  of  Texas  grapefruit  have 
accounted  for  only  29  percent  of  total  movement,  compared  v/ith  52  percent  of  total 
shipments  "by  truck  to  the  same  date  last  season. 

Arizona  grapefruit  production  is  estim.ated  at  3,000,000  "boxes.     The  1940-41  crop 
in  that  State  v/as  2,650,000  boxes,     freezing  weather  late  in  Decemoer  and  early 
in  January  —  originally  "believed  to  have  caused  serious  inju.ry  to  fruit  in  some 
groves  —  apparently  caused  no  apprecia"ble  damage.     In  California,  grapefruit  pro- ^ 
duction  is  placed  at  1,940,000  "boxes,  com.pared  with  the  1940-41  production  of 
1,983,000.     Indicated  production  is  a"bout  equally  divided  "between  the  Desert 
Valleys  and  "other"  areas.    During  the  1940-41  season,  the  Desert  Valleys  accounted 
for  48  percent  of  the  total  —  "other"  areas,  52  percent. 

Production  of  California  lemons  for  the  1941-42  season  is  now  indicated  to  "bo 
14,220,000  hoxes,  compared  with  17,099,000  in  1940-41,  and  11,983,000  hoxes  in 
1939-40.     The  Plorida  lime  crop  for  1941-42  is  estimated  at  120,000  "boxes,  com- 
pared with  80,000  "boxes  last  season,  and  95,000  "boxes  in  1939-40. 

The  Florida  Valencia  orange  crop,  vol"amo  movement  of  which  is  not  expected  to 
start  until  after  March  1,  is  expected  to  reach  12,700,000  hoxes,  com.pared  with 
12,500,000  "'ooxec  j)roduced  during  the  1940-41  season.     Indicated  production  of 
Valencias  in  California,  apprecia"ble  quantities  of  which  v/ill  not  move  until 
after  April  1,  is  placed  at  29,520,000  boxes.     The  1940-41  Valencia  crop  in 
California  totalled  30,005,000  boxes. 

Milk  Production:    Milk  production  per  cow  continued  iinusually  high  during 

January  as  the  upward  seasonal  swing  of  production  gathered 
impetus.    Although  gaining  somewhat  less  rapidly  than  at  this  season  a  year  ago, 
production  per  cow  on  February  1  this  year  v/as  up  nearly  5  percent  from  a  month 
earlier  and  was  about  1  percent  higher  than  on  February  1,  1941,  the  previous 
high  record  for  this  date.    With  the  number  of  milk  cows  on  farms  increased  by 
some  3  percent,   total  daily  milk  production  on  February  1  appears  to  have  been 
about  4  percent  higher  than  at  the  same  time  last  year. 

Milk  production  per  cow  on  February  1  was  more  than  10  percent  above  the  1951'-40 
average  for  the  date,  with  all  major  groups  of  States  except  the  South  Central 
sharing  nearly  uniformly  in  the  high  level  of  production.    During  the  last  tv/o 
weeks  of  January  mild  open  v;eather  tended  to  offset  the  effects  of  cold,  stormy 
weather  in  many  areas  in  the  first  half  of  the  r;onth.    V/ith  the  unusually  high 
prices  of  milk  for  manuf act^jj'ing  purposes  well  maintained,  butterfat  prices 
higher  than  in  any  recent  year,  and  fltiid  milk  prices  showing  strength,  farmers 
"nave  been  feeding  their  milk  cows  liberally  to  encourage  production.     In  important 
commercial  dairy  regions,  the  proportion  of  dry  milk  cows  in  the  herds,  now  at 
or  near  its  seasonal  peak»  was  about  as  small  as  reported  for  a,ny  Februa.ry  1  in 
the  18  years  of  record. 

In  Nev;  York,  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Missouri,  Kansas  and  the  Virginias, 
production  per  cow  equalled  or  exceeded  previous  high  February  1  records.  In 
Minnesota,  Nev;  Jersey,  Pennsylvania  and  some  less  important  dairy  States, 
?ebruary  1  production  per  cow  this  year  has  been  exceeded  only  once  in  the  18-year 
period  for  which  records  are  available.     On  the  other  hand,  in  some  South  Central 
States,  particularly  Texas,  the  low  percentage  of  milk  cows  in  production  has 
bro^oght  production  per  cow  in  herd  well  dov/n  toward  the  low  point  for  February  !• 

5"or  the  country  as  a  whole  milk  production  per  cow  in  herds  kept  by  crop 
correspondents  averaged  13.55  pounds  on  February  1  compared  with  13.46  pounds 
on  that  date  last  year  and  a  1931-40  average  of  12.26  pounds  for  February  1. 
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In  these  herds  66.8  percent  of  the  milk  cov/s  werfe  I'eported  laeing  milked  on  Pelsruaryl 
pompared  with  67.3  percent  a  year  earlier  and  a  10-year  average  of  65.9  percent  for 
the  date. 

GRAIN  FED  PER  MILK  COW:    Milk  cows  in  all  parts  of  the  coimtry  were  heing  supplied  ■ 

literally  with  grain  and  concentrated  feedstuffs  on 
EelDruary  1  this  year.    The  quantity  fed  per  cow,  averaging  5.38  poninds  for  the 
United  States  as  a  whole,  was  the  highest  reported  Isy  crop  coi'respondents  in  an 
il-year  record  dating  hack  through  1932  and  was  ahout  16  percent  ahove  the  Eehruary  3 
average  during  the  1936-40  period. 

The  heavy  rate  of  feeding  this  year  appears  to  reflect  the  unusually  good  prices  to 
farmers  for  dairy  products  and  the  relatively  ahundant  supplies  of  feed  grains  on 
farms.    Although  the  mid-January  price  ratios  "between  hutterfat  and  feed  grains 
pr  "between  milk  and  "by-product  feeds  were  somewhat  "below  average,  the  price  relation- 
ships were  such  that  the  margin  hetv/een  the  value  of  a  given  unit  of  these  dairy 
products  and  the  value  of  the  feed  usually  given  milk  cows  to  produce  that  amount 
was  among  the  highest  for  the  date  in  recent  years. 

In  the  Northeastern  fluid  milk  areas  and  in  the  VJestern  region  the  rate  of  feeding 
v/as  well  ahove  that  for  Ee"bruary  1  of  any  recent  year.     In  the  North  Atlantic  group 
of  States  milk  cov;s  in  herds  kept  "by  crop  correspondents  received  an  average  daily 
allowance  of  6.3  pounds  per  cov;,  compared  with  5.9  pounds  a  yea.r  earlier  a,nd  a 
Te"bruary  1  range  of  4.7  to  5.7  pounds  in  the  preceding  9  yearso     In  the  V/estern 
group  of  States  where  grain  feeding  is  usually  light,  this  year's  Eehruary  1 
reported  average  of  4..0  pounds  compares  with  a  range  of  2<,4  to  3.6  pounds  per  cow 
on  that  date  in  the  previous  decade.     Idaho,  Colorado,  Utah,  and  California  were 
among  the  more  important  dairy  States  in  this  area  reporting  record  high  quajitities 
fed  per  cow. 

In  the  North  Central  group  of  States  the  rate  of  feeding  was  a'bout  5  percent  heavier 
than  a  year  ago  and  a"bout  the  same  as  in  the  depression  years  v;hen  farmers  v/ere 
feeding  milk  cows  li"berally  with  the  unusually  low  priced  grain»     Several  important 
dairy  States  in  this  area,  including  Ohio  and  Wisconsin,  reported  more  grain  fed  per 
cow  than  on  any  previous  Fe'bruary  1  in  the  11-year  period*     In  the  South  the  rate  of 
■feeding  this  year  was  record  high,  "but  the  qua.ntity  fed  per  cow  averaged  only 
slightly  a"bove  that  a  year  ago. 

EGG  PRODUCTION:  The  rate  of  egg  production  shown  "by  sample  farm  flocks  on  Ee"brua2:y  3 
averaged  35.5  eggs  per  100  layers,  and  is  the  highest  FeToiuary  rate 
of  record.  It  was  5  percent  a"bove  the  previous  record  high  of  last  year  and  31 
percent  a"bove  the  10-year  (l931-40)  Fe'bruary  averages  Unusually  warm  weather  in  the 
West  North  Central  States  was  conducive  to  an  exceptic:-aj..l.y  high  rate  of  lay  in  that 
area,  which  was  16  percent  a"bove  the  previous  record  high  of  a  year  ago. 

The  rate  of  lay  also  reached  new  high  records  for  Fe"bruary  1  in  the  Eg,st  North  ■ 
Central  States,  and  equaled  the  record  highs  of  last  year  in  the  South  Atlantic 
and  South  Central  States,  hut  was  slightly  "below  the  record  ra^tes  in  the  North 
Atlantic  and  VJestern  States.    The  rate  was  higher  than  a  year  ago  "by  16  percent 
in  the  V/est  North  Central  and  1  percent  in  the  East  North  Central  and  V/estern  States. 
On  Fe'bruary  1  the  rate  of  lay  in  the  South  Atlantic  and  South  Central  States  was  the 
same  as  a  year  ago,  while  in  the  North  Atlantic  States  it  was  1  percent  less  than  a 
year  ago. 

The  10-year  Fe'bruary  1  average  rate  of  lay  was  exceeded  in  all  parts  of  the  country. 
The  largest  increase  was  55  percisnt  in  the  V/est  North  Central  States,  and  the 
smallest  15  percent  in  the  V/estern  States.  ,  . 
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CITRUS  FP.ui::s 

:Condi^ti.on  j^J.e^ruar5'-__l j./?  ,  .  _Product_ioa  2=/^  

:  Average.    :..    :  :  Indicated 


Crop 


and 


Stats 


1940  1.9,41 


1942 


19o0"59 


.939 


1940 


1941 


*P           a  Y\  T" 

T'"^  r\i  T  c  Qf  n  n 

U  U  ^-  0  0 

CaixrJdir-nia,'  all 

74 

80 

82 

37,198 

44,425 

49,478 

50,016 

^/.^.ler.c  ias 

74 

77 

80 

21, 395 

26,904 

30 , 005 

29  520 

'l"'",';el3  &  Misc. 

75 

85  . 

84 

15,803 

17  ,'521 

19,472 

20,496 

PloT-'fi-a  ail 

78 

68 

,    62  . 

■  21,290 

.28,000 

31,100 

30,700 

E.'^viT  &  Midseason 

7B 

67 

63  ■ 

3/l?,521 

15,600 

15 ,900 

16,900 

77 

63 

51 

3/  8,321 

10.000 

12,500  • 

12,700 

■  Tan,-;;^rines 

■  .  59 

72 

44 

2,350 

2 , 400 

-2 , 700 

2,100 

Satsu-tnas 

65 

4/51 

4/53 

72 

74 

65 

.1,157 

2,350 

2 , 750 

2,900 

A^ri  r.ona 

78 

71  - 

75 

252 

520 

500 

600 

Al'-,  Ijama 

65 

75 

1 

5 

M'  sr^issippi 

46 

■59 

(5) 

1 

Louisiana 

53 

5'4 

54 

275- 

228 

253 

192 

7  States  6/ 

76 

75 

73 

60,283 

75,567 

84,082 

84,414 

&BAPE?RUITi. 


Florida,  all 

51  ' 

69 

5o 

14 , 760 

15 , 900 

24,500 

21,400 

Seedless 

56 

70 

51 

3/  5,250 

6,500 

8,400 

8 , 300 

Other 

48 

68 

3/10,393 

9 , 400 

16 , 200 

12,600 

Texas 

67 

62 

74 

6 , 350 

14,400 

13 , 800 

15,100 

Arizona 

73 

67 

81 

1 , 505 

2 , 900 

2,550 

3 , 000 

California,  all 

72 

78 

80 

1,763 

1 , 992 

1,933 

1,940 

Desert  Valleyg 

789 

1,087 

950 

965 

Other 

979 

905 

1,023 

975 

4  States  6/ 

60 

67 

65 

24,383 

35 , 192 

43 , 033 

41 , 440 

IHONS 

California  6./ 

76 

86 

77 

8,815 

11 , 983 

17,099  ; 

14,220 

7/  120 

Florida 

72 

41 

62 

37 

95 

80 

1/    Condi ti  on  reported  on  Terraary  1  refers  to  crop  from  blooTii  of  previous  ca.lendar 
year. 

S./    Relates  to  crop  froir  hlooir.  of  year  shov/n.     In  California  the  picking  season 

usiially  .extends  from  ahout  October  1  to  December  31  of  the  follo^-dn.'^  year.  In 
other  States  the  season  "begins  pbout  Sentember  1.     For  r.ome  States  in  certain 
years,  production  includes  some  qiiantities  donated  to  chr-rity  and/or  eliminated, 
on  account  of-  ma-rket  conditions. 

2/    Shortrtlrae  ave.r?ige. 

4/    Production  in  percentage  of  a  full  crop  as  of  January  1.  ■ 
^/    i'ailure  reported. 

5./    Het  content  of  boxes  varies.     In  Calif orr-i.-  and  Arizona  the  approxiinate  average 
for  oranges  is  70  lb*  net  and  grapefruit  60  lb.;   in  Florida  and  other  States, 
oranges  90  lb.  and  grapefruit  80  lb.;  Califonia  lenons',  about  76  lb.  net. 

Jj    ^EKicombcr  ],  indicated  production.  •  '  ' 

_  4  ^ 
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^GRAIN^  FED  AND  MILK_PR0DUGED- FSH  MILK_COT_ IN.  HERDS  KEPT_3Y  REPORTERS!/.  

1  "Grain"_I'ed_per_Milk  Cow^Z  i  Milk  Produced  ^er  Milk:_Covr3/  


State 

:Fe"b,  1  Av. 

:  Feb,  1  : 

Feh,  1 

:Fe'b,l  Av. : 

Feb,  1  .: 

Feb.  1  : 

Feb. ■ 1 

J.  1926-4^  _ 

J.  _1941  : 

1942 

: 1931-40  .  X 

_1940  _  J. 

_  19il_  1 

_  1942_  _ 

Pounds 

Pounds 

Me, 

4.6 

~  4  6  ~" 

5.1  ■ 

12,4 

13,0 

12.7 

12.9 

N.H» 

4,6 

4  8 

5  0 

12.6 

14.6 

14.7 

13,8 

vt. 

4.5 

4  5 

4  8  • 

13.4 

13.1 

13,9 

14.3 

Mass, 

6.3 

6.4 

6. 6 

17.2 

17.3 

18.6 

18.0 

Conn, 

5.8 

5.9 

6,0 

17.0 

16.8 

17.3 

17.6 

N.Y. 

5,1 

5  ? 

6.3 

15„3 

16.4 

16.6 

18.1 

N.J. 

7,9 

■  7.9 

8.6  • 

19. ,0 

18.9 

19.2 

19.9 

PajL 

6.2 

6.7 

6.8 

15.8 

16,2 

16^4 

17.0 

N.ATL. 

5.  5 

5,9 

6.3 

15, 60 

■15.12 

16^.50 

17.28 

Ohio 

6.1 

6.0 

6,6  • 

13.9 

■  14^2 

14,4 

14.4 

Ind. 

6.1 

5.4 

5.7 

12.5 

12.8 

13,4 

13.5 

Illo 

6.3 

7.1 

7.2 

13.7 

14.0 

16.0  ■ 

15.5 

Mich, 

5,2 

6.0 

5.9 

15.9 

16.7 

17,2 

17,2 

V'is. 

4„2 

5.1 

5^5 

15.,  2 

15.4 

16,4 

17.1 

E,N,CENT^ 

5.4 

-  5.8 

6.1 

14.45 

14.78 

15^.77 

1S..21 

Kinn. 

4.6 

5.5 

5.5 

15.9 

■17,2 

18.4 

18,1 

Iowa 

6.5 

7.0 

7.0 

13.6 

14,4 

15,3 

14.7 

Mo, 

4.4 

5.3 

5.0 

8.1 

8.6 

8.5 

9  A 

N.Dak. 

3.1 

4.3 

4,8 

10.8 

•12,3 

13.4 

13,3 

S.Dak. 

3,0 

3.2 

3,9 

10.6 

12.1 

11.0 

11.9 

NelDr, 

3.5 

4.3 

5,3 

12.2 

12.2 

12.9 

13.5 

Kans^ 

3.9 

5.0 

5,5 

12.5 

12,4 

15^9 

13.9 

W.N.CENT. 

4^6 

5,3 

5,6 

12.24 

13,03 

14^00 

13^56 

Md. 

5.0 

6,4 

6.7  ■ 

13^5 

15.2 

15.0 

14.3 

Va. 

4.7 

-  .  4,8 

4.9 

9.5 

9.7 

9.7 

10.8 

W.Va. 

3.6 

3.7 

—  *  * 

8.3 

8.2 

9.0 

9.6 

N.C, 

4.8 

4,8 

4.8 

9,7 

10.5 

10.6 

10.7 

s.c. 

3.9 

3.6 

o « 3  * 

9.2 

8.9 

9.7 

9.4 

Gaj, 

3^3 

4.5 

4,2 

7.9 

7.7 

8^5 

8^3 

S.ATL. 

4.4 

4j.9 

5^0 

9j.62 

9^99 

10.66 

10,58 

Ky. 

5.8 

6,3  . 

8,8 

8  7 

9.5 

10.2 

Tenn. 

4.8 

4.7 

5.4  ■ . 

7  9 

.  8  3 

8.5 

8.7 

Ala, 

4,2 

4.7 

5.0  ■ 

7.2 

.  7  6 

7.5 

7.7 

Miss. 

3.4 

.  3.3 

4.1 

5.9 

5.3 

5  7 

6,0 

Ark. 

3,6 

4,1 

4.3 

6,6 

6.5 

7  5 

6,8 

Okla. 

3,5 

4.5 

4.4 

9.1 

8.4 

9.4 

8,6 

Tex. 

3^5 

4,0 

3.6 

7  8 

7^0 

8.0 

7  1 

S.CENT^ 

3^9 

4.3 

4.4 

7.74 

7.47 

8.29 

8  00 

Mont. 

3,1 

.  4.7 

3.3 

11,5 

12.3 

12.4 

14,5 

Idaho 

2.5 

2.6 

3.2 

15.3 

16,0 

15,7 

15.2 

%o. 

2,1 

2.5 

2.7 

11,0 

11.8 

12.5 

12.4 

Colo. 

3,2 

3.4 

4.5  . 

12.4 

13.6 

13.9 

14,0 

Wash, 

4.6 

4.0 

4.5 

15.2 

14,3 

15.7 

15.6 

Oreg, 

3,7 

3.7 

4.0 

13.1 

13,6 

14.1 

14.-4 

Calif. 

3^3 

3.4 

4.4 

16,2 

17.3 

17^0 

^AlST^ 

 3^3_  _ 

 3,6 

_  i.Q 

 13,74  

_14.36  

14^95  _ 

_  15^13  . 

H-S,  ^4^62  5.13  5,38  12.26^  12.65  13^46  _  _  13^55  . 

l/Figures  for  New  England  States  are  based  on  combined  returns  from  Crop  and 

Special  Dairy  reporters.     Fig-ares  for  other  States,  regions,  and  U.S.  are  ba-sed 
on  returns  from  Crop  reporters  only.     The  regional  averages  are  based  in  part  or 
records  of  less  important  dairy  States  not  shown  separately.     2/  Averages  per 
cow  computed  from  reported  "Pounds  of  grain  and  concentrates  fed  yesterday  to 
milk  cows  on  your  farm  (or  ranch)."    3/  Averages  represent  the  reported  daily 
milk  production  of  herds  kept  by  reporters  divided  by  the  total  number  of  milk 
cows  (in  milk  or  dry)   in  these  herds. 
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EGGS  PROIUCSD  PER  100  lAYSRS,  TSBnU.ASY  1  1/ 


R+'.^i'hp        TIt  VT  c;"!  HTl 

Av.  1931-^0 

19'^-0  : 

1941  : 

1942 

40  4 

47.7 

47.1 

XV  •  X *  • 

40  a 

41-  7 

45-0 

4P.  5 

"0.(0  •  0 

■ "  w  • 

39.4 

40  s 

45.? 

46-  6 

47.  7 

50.  3 

X  b  •  X  • 

35  8 

41.1 

47.9 

51.4 

40-9 

59.7 

47.1 

42.5 •  ■ 

35.3 

41.5 

41.2 

IT  Ji 

•Li  •  V  • 

3?  7 

33.  ? 

40.0 

38.9 

Pa.  ■ 

3?.  3 

3P.1 

38,9 

38. 8  ■ 

ATL. 

34 

3S.  ? 

41.  P 

40.9 

WXi.X'J 

c  <  •  jl 

37-1 

36  6  • 

In  r)' 

PR  1 

37  6 

111 

XXX  • 

P3  T 

X  w. 

30  0 

31  6- 
ox  .  u 

Ow  •  u 

31  3 
ox  *  o 

39  3 
o»^ .  0 

37  6 
0 1  .  0 

Vy  X  o  • 

31  R 
ox • u    • . 

33  1 

OO.  X 

4D  4 

40  ft 

Til"  IT    mrnTT  • 

JCi  «     lA  •      VxU.«  X  • 

p^  ft 

3'3  7 

0<J .  1 

36 

00.  >o 

Ml  TTH  . 

P7"  7  ~ 

•  X 

~40  P  ' 

xv^  w c% 

19-  P 

18.  7 

X  w  •  1 

P8-0 

31.1 

OX  •  X 

Mo-               ^  ■• 

o4  p 

16  3 

OQ  A 

.SP  9 

00  •  w 

TT  DaV. 

1  ^  o 

17.3 

X  f  •  o 

31.9 

OX  •  *7 

S .  "Cak- 

'  .  ■       16-  6 

14.8 

pi  0  9 

31  .  3 

tJX  •  0 

?4.  3 

18.3 

3? .  4 

35.  7 

.  "     pp.  0 

17  8 

X  1  «  w 

33  1 

39  4 

Oiy  •  S 

'  2274~ 

"  1879 

~29o9 

34.7 

Del. 

?9  7 

31  .0 

39-0 

36.  8 

0  0  •  VJ 

Md. 

OR  O 

?7.? 

33.4 

32.  8 

Va- 

X 

P3  n 

33-  9 

W-Ya. 

i^ytj.  CI 

04  7 

r?  r\  1-7 

31  6 
ox.  w 

H  C. 

31  4 

OX  »  JC 

PS  P 

37-7 

39 -P 

0*/  •  0 

S.G. 

P9 

P4-  P 

34^  4 

00  ft  w 

Ga 

•^7.  P 

19  P 

Xv^  ©  0 

31-8 

C'X  0  W 

<o«?  ft  0 

Fla. 

38.4 

34. 0 

3^  1 

41.  7 

—  X  •  f 

S.  ATL. 

P9 

'7,4.  4 

34  ■  4 

P3 

16.  6 

31-0 

wx  •  \J 

PQ  R 

T  sun. 

P1.9 

OX  •  k/ 

13.4 

29 .0 

?7.3 

0  •  ft  0 

Ala.        '  • 

P9-  9 

?0  9 

35  1 

36  5 

Mi  s  s . 

P6  5 

17.4 

X  (  •  rr 

30  7 

31.  6 

OX  ft  0 

Ark. 

'^5-8  • 

17.8 

X  .  1  •  w 

31.9 

OX  • 

'^8.  7 

Iia. 

?7-3 

PJL.O 

33  2 

5l.  7 

OX  • .  t 

Okla. 

P7.4 

IS.  p 

3?-l 

56. 6 

Tex* 

PS-9 

P3  0 

37-  7 

0  f  •  1 

36  8 

0  0  •  W 

S .  CStJT . 

P6  6 

18  8 

■"13  4 

33  4 

00.  M: 

Mo  n  +*, 

p4  n 

1  9.  S 
xc  •  0 

OX  .  •/ 

'^3  4 
00.  'x 

T  r^nVin 

3P  6 

Ow«  0 

3P  4 

^  u  . 

P4  S 

PP  3 

74  7 

36  n 

Colo. 

V  W  X  # 

•               P4  ft 

1  9  R 

30  6 

PQ  ft 

OA  1 

'^'X  ft 
00.  0 

OO.  t: 

At**! 

Ai.  X  4^  • 

An  ft 

V  0  cXXi 

"xn  4 

OvJ.  ft 

OZ!  .  X 

4'X  fl 

Up  V 

O  O  •  X 

31  D 
ox. 

37  ft 
0  ( .  0 

VJash, 

37.2 

38.4 

38,4 

58. 6 

0  -"J  •  0 

Greg. 

34.3 

38.4 

38.4 

59.1 

Calif.   ■  • 

32.7 

34.0  . 

55.9 

55. 5 

Iv'EST. 

31.7 

32.1 

36.0 

56.4 

U.  S. 

27.2 

23.9 

33.9 

55.5 

1/  As  reported  for  farm  flocks  of  less  than  400  layers. 


